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Wenie Novitasari, (2021)   : Correlation Between Socio-Economic Status 
and Students’ Achievement in Learning English 
at SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru 
This study aimed to find the correlation between socio-economic status 
and students’ achievement in learning English at SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru. This 
study was conducted at SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru on 18th of December 2020. 
The population in this study was 302 students and the samples ware 30 students. 
For the technique of taking sample, researcher used simple purposive sampling 
technique. In collecting the data, the researcher used questionnaires to assess 
students’ socio-economic status which consisted of 15 items of questions. And 
using document to assess students’ English learning achievement of this study. To 
determine the relationship between two variables researched, researcher used the 
Pearson Product-Momment Correlation formula and analyzed by using SPSS 
version 23.0. In this research, the data were analyzed by using Pearson Product-
Moment Correlation coefficient through SPSS 23.00. The result of this research 
showed that sig. (2-tailed) value was 0.007. It can be stated that 0.007 < 0.05. It 
means  that null hypothesis (H0) is rejected, while the alternative hypothesis  (Ha)  
is accepted. The value of correlation coefficient (r) was 0.485. In conclusion, 
there  is a significant positive correlation between socio-economic status and 
students’ achievement in learning English. The researcher also found that 23.52% 
of students’ learning achievement at SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru influenced by 
their socio-economic status. 









Wenie Novitasari, (2021)   : Hubungan Antara Status Ekonomi Sosial 
Dengan Hasil Belajar Bahasa Inggris Siswa di 
SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru 
Penelitian ini bertujuan untuk mengetahui hubungan antara status ekonomi 
sosial dan hasil belajar Bahasa Inggris siswa di SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru. 
Penelitian ini dilaksanakan di SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru pada tanggal 18 
Desember 2020. Populasi dalam penelitian ini adalah 302 siswa dan sampelnya 
adalah 30 siswa. Untuk teknik pengambilan sampel peneliti menggunakan teknik 
purposive sampling. Dalam pengumpulan data, peneliti menggunakan angket 
untuk menilai status ekonomi sosial siswa yang terdiri dari 15 item pertanyaan, 
dan menggunakan dokumen untuk menilai hasil belajar Bahasa Inggris siswa. 
Untuk mengetahui hubungan antara dua variabel yang diteliti, peneliti 
menggunakan rumus Korelasi Pearson Product-Momment dan dianalisis dengan 
menggunakan SPSS versi 23.0. Dalam penelitian ini, data dianalisis dengan 
menggunakan koefisien korelasi Product-Moment Pearson melalui SPSS 23.00. 
Hasil penelitian menunjukkan bahwa sig. (2-tailed) nilainya 0,007. Dapat 
dikatakan 0,007 <0,05. Artinya hipotesis nol (H0) ditolak, sedangkan hipotesis 
alternatif (Ha) diterima. Nilai koefisien korelasi (r) adalah 0,485. Kesimpulannya, 
terdapat korelasi positif yang signifikan antara status ekonomi sosial dan hasil 
belajar Bahasa Inggris siswa. Peneliti juga menemukan bahwa 23.52% Prestasi 
belajar siswa di SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru dipengaruhi oleh status sosial 
ekonomi siswa. 
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A. Background of the Problem 
Education is one of the necessities of life that the process lasts a 
lifetime and its implementation can be realized through three things: 
informal education, non-formal education and formal education. Informal 
education is education that takes place in family life where parents play a 
role in children's developmental character, personality, and emotional 
growth. Non-formal education is education in the community, and formal 
education is incremental and continuous education in schools through 
teaching and learning activities. Schools provide opportunities for each 
child to improve their talents, which are potentially useful as individuals 
and as people for the good of their life. One of the parameters used to 
measure the success of students in education was the academic 
achievement of the student itself (Mukminin et al., 2016). 
Achievement can be defined as a result or an output of classroom 
interaction identified from the comprehension of students about the 
material which known by giving test or assessment to the students. The 
student's success in learning English results in a learning process that 
shows how far the students are able to learn English. Ghaemi and 
Yazdanpanah (2014) states that academic achievement is the grade point 




Programs. Therefore, academic achievement is about how the learner can 
master the materials of the subject matter successfully.  
Educational achievement, and its relationship with socioeconomic 
status, is one of the enduring issues in educational research. 
Socioeconomic status (SES) is one of the important factors in learning 
process. Suleman et al. (2012) found that that those children whose 
socioeconomic status was strong show better academic performance and 
those with poor socioeconomic status showed poor and unsatisfactory 
academic performance. 
According to Yulia (2017), family aspect is very important for 
students, because family is the first institution that students know how to 
teach them and parents are the students' immediate relationship. Goni and 
Bello (2016) state that parental SES refers to the social and economic 
influences of relationship conditions in the family. Some factors have 
calculated that the family has a higher or lower SES. They were the 
parent's education, the parent's occupation, and the parent's income. The 
factor influenced parents' SES, because if parents have a good education, 
they have better job opportunities than parents who do not have a good 
education. Therefore, if parents have good occupation their income will 
automatically increase and their SES will increase. 
Parental socio-economic status may have an impact on student 
achievement because parents with a high level of SES are most likely to 




and teach them how to perform well in school. In other cases, highly 
educated parents are most likely to provide the children with the 
necessary academic foundations at home that will help them perform well 
in school.  
The way parents educate their children greatly influences their 
learning achievement. Reinforced by Wirowidjojo in Slameto (2010) with 
a statement stating that the family is the first educational institution and 
major for students. The economic role of parents in general can be said to 
have a positive effect on increasing student learning achievement. Due to 
the teaching and learning process students need tools to facilitate them in 
getting information, manage the subject obtained from school. 
Parents who do not pay attention to their child’s education, such 
as indifferent to their child learning, does not pay attention at all to the 
interests and what their child needs in learning, does not manage his study 
time, does not provide or completes the learning tool, does not pay 
attention to whether the child is learning or not, does not want to know 
how the childs learning progress, difficulties experienced in learning and 
others, can make a child not or less successful in learning. Parental 
socioeconomic status has big contributions to support students’ learning 
process which then, influence the student’s academic achievement.  
There are some research that investigated the correlation between 
students socio-economic status and students’ achievement in learning 




investigated the relationship between socio-economic status, general 
language learning outcome, and beliefs about language learning. The 
objective of this study is to explore the probable relationship between 
Iranian students’ socioeconomic status, general language learning 
outcome, and their beliefs about language learning. In addition, 350 
postgraduate students, doing English for specific courses at Islamic Azad 
University of Neyshabur participated in this study. Moreover, the research 
was conducted by Ghaemi and Yazdanpanah (2014) also investigated  the 
relationship between socio-economic status and academic achievement  in 
the efl classroom among iranian university students. The research aims to 
investigate the effects of the socio-economic status on EFL sophomore 
learners’ academic achievement in the national university of a town in 
Iran named Rafsanjan. 
However, the research above was conducted abroad, and the 
participants was a University students. There is still no researcher conduct 
the study about correlation between students socio-economic status and 
students’ achievement in Indonesia, especially in vocational high schools. 
Based on the reason above, the researcher wants to know how is 
the correlation between students socio-economic status and students’ 
achievement in learning English. Therefore, researchers did preliminary 
observation at SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru. There are various socio-
economic backgrounds of tenth grade students at SMK Keuangan 




with a middle to lower economic level of parents. It can be seen from the 
number of students who are late paying tuition fees. Based on a 
researchers’ short interview with the school administration staff, before 
the final exam, it has become a requirement for students to pay off school 
fees in order to take the exam, but almost half of SMK Keuangan students 
are late in paying so they can not take the exam on the first and second 
examination day. 
Parental SES background affects the ability to finance the 
education of their children and the completion of their learning needs. 
When the researcher observed the learning achievement, the researcher 
found that most students could not pass the minimum learning 
achievement set by the school. So that a remedial or improvement 
program is held for students to achieve the minimum learning 
achievement.  
Some factors include the assumption that the socio-economic 
status of parents is the cause of a lack of student learning achievement. 
The researcher found that students from upper middle class families are 
getting better guidance and direction from their parents. While children 
with low economic backgrounds cannot get enough guidance and 
direction from their parents because parents focus more attention on how 
to fulfill daily family needs.  
Based on the problem above, the researcher wants to know how is 




achievement in learning English. The researcher interested to conduct the 
research entitle “Correlation Between Socio-Economic Status and 
Students’ Achievement in Learning English at SMK Keuangan 
Pekanbaru.” 
B. Problem 
1. Identification of the Problem 
To identify the existing problems, the researcher interviewed 
the English teacher and some students in the tenth grade of SMK 
Keuangan Pekanbaru. Socioeconomic status is one of the cultural 
background that give effect in learning achievement.  
Parents with a high socio-economic status are most likely to 
engage in activities that will develop their children's intellectual 
potential and teach them how to perform well in school.  
2. Limitation of the Problem 
After identifying the problems stated above, thus, the 
researcher needs to limit and focus on the correlation between socio-
economic status and students’ achievement in learning English at 
SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru. 
3. Formulation of the Problem 
Based on the problem depicted in the background of the 
problem, the research will identify as follows:  
a. How is the Students’ Socioeconomic status at the tenth grade of 




b. How is the Students’ English learning Achievement at the tenth 
grade of SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru ? 
c. Is there any significant correlation between students’ socio-
economic background and their English learning achievement at 
the tenth grade of SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru ? 
 
C. Objective and Significance of the Reserach 
1. Objective of the Research 
The objectives of the research are as follows: 
a. To know students’ Socio-economic status at the tenth grade of 
SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru. 
b. To know students’ English Learning Achievement at the tenth 
grade of SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru. 
c. To examine the correlation between Socio-economic Status and 
English Learning Achievement among the tenth grade of SMK 
Keuangan Pekanbaru. 
2. Significance of the Research 
This result of this study is expected to bring benefits for the 
researcher, students, and teachers. 
a. To fulfill requirements of undergraduate program in English 
education. 
b. Hopefully, this research is able to benefit the writer as a novice 




c. This research findings are also expected to be useful and valuable 
especially for students and teachers of English at tenth grade of 
SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru to be consideration for their future 
learning process. 
d. Finally, this research findings are also expected to be the practical 
and theoretical information to development of theories on 
language teaching. 
 
D. Reason for Choosing the Title 
There are some reasons why the writer is interested in conducting 
this research. The reasons are follows: 
1. Many theory related to the socio-economic status and learning 
achievement of students. So, that the writers easier to get a lot of 
references for this research. 
2. The title of this research is relevant with the writer’s status as a 
student of English Education Department. 
3. This research is not yet investigated by other previous researchers at 
State Islamic University of Sultan Syarif Kasim Riau. 
4. The location of the research facilities the researcher in conducting the 
research. 
E. Definition of the Term 
There are some terms are involved in this research. In order to 
avoid misunderstanding to the terms used in this research, thus, the writer 





Correlation is statistical test to determine the tendency or 
pattern for two or more variables or two sets of data to vary 
consistently (Creswell, 2012). It can be said that correlation is the 
statistical relationship between two variables in research. It correlates 
between variables X that is refers to self-efficacy and variable Y that 
is refers to speaking anxiety. 
2. Socio-Economic Status 
SES can be described as the social class of a person or a 
specific group, and a combination of education, income and 
profession are the most important signs (Ghaemi & Yazdanpanah, 
2014). SES is commonly conceptualized as the social standing or class 
of an individual or group, and it is often measured as a combination of 
education, income and occupation. In this research, it refers to the 
students socioeconomic background and its correlation with their 
English learning achievement. 
3. Learning Achievement 
Achievement can be defined as a result or an output of 
classroom interactions identified from the comprehension of the 
students about the material which known by giving test or assessment 
from teacher to the students (Simon, 2006). In this research, 
achievement refers to the English score or result of students at tenth 





REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 
 
A. Theoretical Framework 
1. Socioeconomic Status 
a. Definition of Socioeconomic Status 
According to American Psychological Association (2007), 
socioeconomic status (SES) is the social standing or class of an 
individual or group. It is often measured as a combination of 
education, income and occupation. SES is a defining term which is 
used by sociologists for variations in wealth, power, and prestige, and 
it is closely related to academic achievement. SES is a broad concept 
that includes such factors as educational attainment, occupation, 
income, wealth, and deprivation (Brocklehurst, 2010). 
SES was a measurement of people perception that had 
correlation with economic and social life. In simply, Socioeconomic 
status was derived from 2 variables, they are social status and 
economic status. The position in society was an important factor to 
acquire social status, while money or the economic quality of the 
person was associated with economic status. So it can be concluded 
that the socioeconomic status is the level of prestige owned by 
someone based on the position held in a society based on work to fill 
their needs or circumstances that describe the position or position of a 





b. Primary Factors 
According to Crossman (2018), there are three main factors 
that social scientists use to calculate socioeconomic status. There are 
occupation, education, and income. Socioeconomic refers to society 
related economic factors. These factors relate to and influence one 
another. 
1. Occupation: The occupational status reflects the educational 
attainment required to obtain the job and income levels that vary 
with different jobs and within ranks of occupations. Additionally, it 
shows achievement in skills required for the job. Occupational 
status measures social position by describing job characteristics, 
decision-making ability and control, and psychological demands on 
the job. 
2. Education: A person’s level of education has a direct impact on 
their learning ability, with higher learning power leading to more 
educational opportunities that in turn increase future income 
potential. Education also plays a role in income. Median earnings 
increase with each level of education. 
3. Income: Income refers to wages, salaries, profits, rents, and any 
flow of earnings received. Income can also come in the form of 
unemployment or worker's compensation, social security, pensions, 
interests or dividends, royalties, trusts, alimony, or other 





Generally Socio-Economic status was divided into 3 classes; 
low, middle, and high. This classification came from the mind-set that 
was developed in the society. They assumed that the level of 
education, the total of money or wealth, and the prestigious position 
was the absolute references of that classification determination. When 
placing a family or individual into one of these categories, any or all 
of the three variables (income, education, and occupation) can be 
assessed.  To point out these statements, socioeconomic status is 
defined as social status or background of someone or students based 
on income, education and occupation. 
2. Achievement 
a. Definition of Achievement  
Achievement is the building blocks that enable someone to 
construct a sense of themselves as a success. The achievements that 
matter most combine to form a version of success that has meaning 
and substance for the individual. Achievements also provide tangible 
evidence that colleagues, competitors and the wider world use to 
judge a person as more or less successful. 
Achievement is also usually defined as learning’s result 
(Karadag, 2017). This achievement can be in the form of mark or test 
result. It is syncronyzed with the words of Purwadarminto (1987), 





the students can achieve based on their ability when they do certain 
process of learning. 
b. English Achievement 
In education, achievement means the result of test designed to 
determine a student’s mastery of given academic area. Besides, 
achievement can be measured in terms of teacher-made  tests, 
homework assignments, work in class, and standardized test. 
Achievement is not only as an output but also as a guideline for 
teacher in determining knowledge and skill that should be mastered by 
the students in the end of the process. 
According to Farr (2010), achievement defined by learning 
standard-guidelines that set out what knowledge and skills students 
are expected to demonstrate, grade by grade and subject by subject. 
Some students will feel excited to reach more of achievement in the 
class when teacher can give them a good way of comparative 
information. Sometimes, some students will feel down when they 
cannot be like their competitor in the class. Therefore, the stimulus 
can be created well; they will have the eagerness to do what the good 
students have done. Then, achievement is an amount of lessons that 
the students have got through an instructional process in the particular 
class for several times. 
Achievement in English learning could be seen from the 





achievement is not easy to reach. It requires a process which involves 
the ability to achieve it. In reaching these achievements need a way as 
motivation, socioeconomic background, challenge, good learning 
style, during the learning process that can affect students’ 
achievement.  
In this study, the achievement scores can help the researcher to 
describe how far the students‘ ability in English. The achievement 
scores also come from the calculation of some test that teacher has 
made for their students. The achievement tests measure present 
proficiency, mastery, and understanding of general and specific areas 
of knowledge. It can be seen from their daily assignments, summative 
test and final test.  
c. Factors Affecting Students Achievement 
In education process, some factors influence student’s 
achievement. Each parent wants to see their children having good 
achievement. It means that they want to see their children success in 
the result of learning in the school. In learning activity, achievement 
means the mastering of knowledge or skills that is developed by the 
lesson and showed by a score or mark. 
According to Syah (2009) there are three factors affecting 
students’ achievement, they are: internal factor, external factor and 






Figure 2.1: Representing factors affecting achievement 
Wirowidjojo (2010), says that family is the main and the first 
education. In the family every children need attention from their 
parents. Parents will determine whether students can reach high 
learning achievement or not. Parents care is shown by affection, 
advice, etc. Parents who don’t care enough to their children learning 
achievement will become the cause of students learning difficulties. 
Children need parents’ guidance to learn about responsibility. Learn 
without parents’ guidance make students feel difficult in learning. 
In learning process, a child needs a motivation and parents’ 
understanding when a child having difficulties in the school. Parents 
are expected to help the child to figure them out or in other word, 





family there must a good relationship between parents and children. It 
will occur peacefulness, composure and tranquility it can create good 
learning condition so students learning achievement can be created 
well. Less of parents affection occur emotional insecurity. Children 
will feel difficulty in learning if they get less affection from their 
parents. 
The economic condition of a family that is classified as poor 
makes parents unable to provide adequate learning facilities for their 
children and even prevents students from obtaining a good place for 
education. This will become an obstacle for children to study well and 
improve learning achievement. However, the economic level that is 
classified as an outreach family sometimes also has a negative impact 
on student achievement. Because of the wealth of their parents, they 
become lazy to study. 
The conditions of the house were very dense and prevented the 
children from studying well. Their concentration will be disturbed by 
noise so that they will have difficulty learning. This is necessary to 
create comfortable home conditions, some people believe that a 
person's socioeconomic status is related to academic background. The 
proof, some educational institutions require high fees to become 
students. It means people who have good or high socioeconomic 
status, have better education facilities that can support them to gain 





3. The Correlation between Socioeconomic Status and Learning 
Achievement 
Students’ socioeconomic status is one factor that can influence the 
students’ learning achievement. The studies that have been done, both in 
developed countries and in developing countries shows that family factors 
generally have a dominant role on students learning achievement. The 
variable that determines in these family factors, including the parents' 
socioeconomic level (level of education, employment, and amount of 
income). 
Socioeconomic structure has a strong impact on children's 
academic achievement (Ensminger & Fothergill, 2003; Sirin, 2005). 
Family SES sets the stage for academic performance by providing 
resources at home and the monetary funds to do so (Sirin, 2005). There is 
a positive correlation between SES and academic performance. 
Socioeconomic status and academic performance reflects the lack of 
resources at home. but also reflects the effect of social capital on 
academic achievement (Brooks-Gunn & Duncan, 1997; Sirin, 2005).  
The magnitude of the symbiotic relationship between SES and 
academic performance is contingent upon the several factors of income. 
education, and occupation. How SES is measured should be used by 
considering these factors as well as the school location and student 
characteristics. The gap between low and high-SES students is most likely 





B. Relevant Research 
To avoid the same title used in this research, the researcher shows the 
relevant research. According to Syafi’i (2017), relevant research is required to 
observe some previous researchers conducted by other researchers in which 
they are relevant to our research.  
Hamid (2011) examined the relationships between secondary school 
students’ family socio-economic characteristics and their academic 
achievement in English in a rural sub-district in Bangladesh. The results 
revealed that the rural students had low levels of academic achievement in 
English and within this overall low level of achievement, there were patterned 
relationships between the students’ family income and parental education and 
their academic achievement in English. Students who had higher levels of 
parental education and family income were more likely to obtain higher 
scores on the proficiency test as well as higher grades in English in the 
Secondary School Certificate examination. 
Shamim (2011) in his study compared learners’ socio-economic status 
with their English language scores in the most recent public examination. He 
found that learners in the higher income bracket consistently outperformed 
learners in the lower income bracket. He suggested that the positive 
correlation of high family income with students’ higher levels of proficiency 
in English may be attributed to their earlier education in private English 





Honea (2007) in a study examined the influence of diligence, 
diligence support, family socio-economic status and some other variables on 
academic achievement. 315 high school students, 215 parents, and 46 
teachers in the rural South made the sample of his study. The relationship 
between family socio-economic status and academic achievement was 
statistically significant in this investigation. 
Inna Altschul (2012) in a study linking socioeconomic status to the 
academic achievement of mexican american youth through parent 
involvement in education. Examine the influence of multiple socioeconomic 
components on youth’s academic achievement, and whether these effects 
were mediated by parent involvement in education. Results show that the 
factor with the strongest direct relationship to youth’s test scores was 
maternal occupation, followed by family income. Maternal education level 
was also predictive of youth’s academic achievement, whereas fathers’ 
education and occupation were not predictive of academic achievement. 
Parent involvement in education mediated the influence of both family 
income and maternal education on youth’s academic achievement. 
Davis (1998) conducted a research to examine the relationship of 
family demographic factors and some other variables with academic 
achievement in college students from single-parent and two-parent homes, 
and academic differences between these two groups. The results of the 
statistical analysis of this study indicated no relationship between SES and 





individuals adapt and compensate over time to any disadvantages incurred 
from being raised in a single-parent home in lower SES environment. 
In conclusion, this research has several similarities with the relevant 
research above. The research conducted by Hamid and Honea has several 
variables that are appropriate to this study. All the relevant research above 
found a positive correlation between socioeconomic status with academic 
achievement. This research conducted in order to know whether 
students‘socioeconomic background have relationship to their English 
learning achievement or not. 
C. Operational Concept 
There are two variables in this research, they are variable X as 
independent variable namely Students’ socioeconomic status and Y as 
dependent Variable namely their English achievement. 
1. Variable X is Students’ socioeconomic status 
According to Crossman (2018), “X” variable can be seen in the 
following indicators: 
a. The students from low socioeconomic status  
b. The students from middle socioeconomic status  








According to Syarifudin (2006), levels of socioeconomic status 
can be stated as follow: 
Table II.1 





M : Mean 
SD : Standard Deviation 
 
2. Variable Y is Their English Achievement  
In this research, the researcher used the tenth grade students’ final 
score of English Subject based on the documentation provided by the 
English teacher. The score was pure student examination results, before 
remedials and other score additions. 
Table II.2 
The Interval of Students’ English Achievement 
The Score Level Scale 1-100 Category Grade 
88-100 Very Good A 
76-87 Good B 
62-75 Enough C 
≤61 Less D 
        (Adapted from K13) 
 
D. Assumption and Hypothesis 
1. Assumption 
a. The students have different socioeconomic status. 





c. The higher students’ socioeconomic status have best learning 
achievement, the lower students’ socioeconomic status also have 
best learning achievement. 
2. Hypothesis 
a. Null Hypothesis (Ho) 
There is no significant positive correlation between socio-economic 
status and learning achievement among the tenth grade students of 
SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru. 
b. Alternative Hypothesis (Ha) 
There is a significant positive correlation between socio-economic 
status and learning achievement among the tenth grade students of 






METHOD OF THE RESEARCH 
 
A. Research Design 
This research was a correlational research design. A correlational 
research design was used to determine the correlation between the socio-
economic status of students and their achievement in English. Creswell 
(2012) defines that correlational research is statistical test to determine the 
tendency or pattern for two (or more) variables or two sets of data vary 
consistently. This means that correlational research was used to assess the 
relationship and patterns of the correlation between variables in a single 
group of subjects.  
The type of correlation design used by the researcher in this 
research was the explanatory design. Creswell (2012) states that the 
Explanatory Research is a correlational design in which the researcher is 
interested in the extent to which two or more variables, where changes in 
one variable are reflected in changes in the other. It also adds that the 
correlation is a statistical test to measure and define the tendency or 
pattern for two or more variables or two sets of data to vary the 
consistency.  
The reason why the researchers chose this research design was 
because the researcher wants to investigate whether or not there is a 
correlation between students’ socioeconomic status and their achievement 





explanatory research design because it is concerned with two or more 
variables in which the independent variable influences the dependent 
variable. 
There are two variables in this research, independent variable (X) 
and dependent variable (Y). Socioeconomic status is as independent 
variable (X) and learning achievement is as dependent variable (Y).  This 
research will analyze the correlation between socio-economic status and 
students’ achievement in learning english as second language at SMK 
Keuangan Pekanbaru. The design of this research was pictured by the 
following diagram: 





B. Time and Location of the Research 
The location of the research was at SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru JL. 
T. Tambusai Komp. Sejati No. 498, Kec. Payung Sekaki, Pekanbaru..  
This research was conducted on December 2020. 
 
C. Subject and Object of the Research 
The subject of this research was the tenth-grade students of SMK 
Keuangan Pekanbaru. Then, the object of this research was the students’ 
socioeconomic status and their learning achievement. 
Students Socioeconomic 
Status (X) 






D. Population and Sample of the Research 
1. Population of the Research 
According to Creswell (2012) population is a group of 
individuals who have the same characteristic. The population of the 
research was students at tenth-grade of SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru. 
There are 10 (ten) classes consisted of 302 students. Total of the 
students as follows: 
Table III.1 
Population of the Tenth Grade students’ at 
SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru 
NO Class Number of Students 
1 X ADP A 30 
2 X ADP B 31 
3 X ADP C 31 
4 X AKT A 30 
5 X AKT B 29 
6 X PBK A 30 
7 X PBK B 30 
8 X TKJ A 30 
9 X TKJ B 30 
10 X TKJ C 31 
Total 302 
     Source: The curriculum division of SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru 
 
2. Sample of the Research 
The sample is a subset of a population that is used to represent 
the entire group as a whole. When doing research, it is often 





the sheer number of people is simply too large (Cherry, 2018). In this 
research, the researcher decided to obtain students’ socioeconomic 
status and their English learning achievement by purposive sampling.  
With purposive sampling the researcher can choose the sample 
those that representative and present of population. The kind of this 
technique included into non probability sampling. The class that were 
being the sample of this research were chosen by school by 
considering the appropriate class with the title of the research. X AKT 
A was chosen because according to one of the English teachers who 
helped the researcher during this research, as a homeroom teacher she 
knew a little bit about the background of the students in that class and 
recommended this class to be the  research sample. In non-probability 
sampling, not all population had chance of being included to be sample 
of the research (Ary et.al, 2010).  
Table III.2 
Sample of the Tenth Grade students’ of SMK 
Keuangan Pekanbaru 
NO Class Number of Students 
1 X ADP A 0 
2 X ADP B 0 
3 X ADP C 0 
4 X AKT A 30 
5 X AKT B 0 
6 X PBK A 0 
7 X PBK B 0 
8 X TKJ A 0 
9 X TKJ B 0 







E. Technique of Collecting Data 
The researcher used questionnaires and documentation as 
techniques for collecting data for the study. The purpose of the data 
collection was to obtain data on the correlation of socio-economic status of 
students and their achievement in English.  
Creswell (2012) states that questionnaire is a form used in a survey 
design that participants in a study complete and return to the research. In 
collecting the data, the researcher used questionnaire to find out the 
information of Socioeconomic status and English learning achievement of 
students. According to Creswell (2012) an instrument is a tool for 
measuring, observasing, or documenting data. It contains specific 
questions and response possibilities that established or developed in 
advance of the study.  To collect the data in this research, the writer used 
the questionnaire and documentation. 
1. Questionnaire  
The questionnaire used based on the theory about 
socioeconomic status from Crossman (2018). There are identified three 
factors. Such as educational, occupational and income. 










Indicators of Socioeconomic Status Questionnaire 
No Indicators Question Total 
1 Educational (Family educational 
background)  
1,2,3,4,5 5 
2 Occupational (Position of family 
work and each role in the community) 
6,7,8,9,10 5 







Based on table above, there are 15 questions in socioeconomic 
status questionnaire. 5 questions to educational, 5 questions to 
occupational and 5 questions to income. According to Syarifudin 
(2006), levels of socioeconomic status can be stated as follow: 
Table III.4 





M : Mean 
SD : Standard Deviation 
 
Table III.5 
The scores of the background of Socioeconomic Status 















According to Arikunto (2006), documentation is one of research 
instruments that use documents’ record (written archive such as books, 
document, journal and so on) to get the data. In this research, the data 
about the students’ English Achievement were obtained by used list of 
students’ score in 2020/2021 academic year. The score was pure student 
examination results, before remedials and other score additions. 
The score was documented by English teacher in the school that 
consists of score assessment aspect of knowledge (written test, 
assignments) and score assessment aspect of skills (practice tests, 
projects and portfolio). The category of students’ score or English 
achievement based on curriculum (K13) as follows: 
Table III.6 
The Category of Students’ Achievement 
The Score Level Scale 1-100 Category Grade 
88-100 Very Good A 
76-87 Good B 
62-75 Enough C 
≤61 Less D 
    (Adapted from K13) 
3. Validity   
Validity in test is the extent to which inferences made from 
assessment results are appropriate, meaningful and useful in terms of 
the purpose of assessment. This research focused on students’ 
socioeconomic status and achievement in learning English. There are 





construct validity, and consequential validity and they are all 
interrelated (Gay et al., 2012). In this research, the researcher used 
content validity.  
According to Brown (2004), if all test items cover all of learning 
objectives (indicators) the test is content valid. Content validity was 
used because the test given were based on materials that the students 
learned. To analyze the validity of variable X and Y, the researcher 
used Microsoft Excel. The standard level pearson product moment is 
0.361 (df = N–2 = 28). Based on the tryout result variable X of the 
instrument validity to the 15 items, it showed that 15 items were valid. 
It means that  15 items were used in this research. In the following table 
is the result of the instrument validity. 
Table III.7 
The Validity of Students’ Socio-Economic Status 
Item N R observed R table Status 
Item 1 0,6075 0.361 VALID 
Item 2 0,646 0.361 VALID 
Item 3 0,6762 0.361 VALID 
Item 4 0,759 0.361 VALID 
Item 5 0,7861 0.361 VALID 
Item 6 0,676 0.361 VALID 
Item 7 0,7403 0.361 VALID 
Item 8 0,408 0.361 VALID 
Item 9 0,5967 0.361 VALID 
Item 10 0,5607 0.361 VALID 
Item 11 0,8345 0.361 VALID 
Item 12 0,8287 0.361 VALID 
Item 13 0,7381 0.361 VALID 
Item 14 0,6122 0.361 VALID 







Brown (2001) states reliability has to do with accuracy of 
measurement. This kind of accuracy is reflected in the obtaining similar 
results when measurement is repeated on different occasions or with 
different instruments or by different persons. The characteristic of 
reliability is sometimes termed consistantly. It means the test is reliable 
when an examinee’s results are consistent on repeated measurement. 
Table III.8 
The Level of Acceptable Reliability 
No Reliability Validity 
1 >0.90 Very High 
2 0.80-0.90 High 
3 0.70-0.79 Reliable 
4 0.60-0.6 9 Marginally/Minimally 
5 <0.60 Unacceptably low 
(Cohen, Manion, & Morison,2007, p.506) 
In this research, the researcher used internal consistency 
reliability. Internal consistency reliability test was done by testing the 
instrument just once on the research subject. This test can be done with 
the split-half technique of Spearman Brown, KR 20, KR 21, or the 
Cronbach Alfa technique (Yusup, 2018). The researcher used Microsoft 
Excel program to find out whether the test was reliable or not. 
Table III.9 
Reliability Statistics Students’ Socio-Economic Status 
Cronbach Alfa Number of item 
0,8914 15 items 
From the table above, it can be seen the value of cronbach 
alpha is 0,8914. The value was higher than the standard cronbach alpha 





F. Technique of Data Analysis 
To find out whether there is a significant correlation between 
students’ socioeconomic status and their achievement in English, the data 
were analyzed by using statistical formula. The technique of the data 
analysis that will be used by the researcher is the formula pearson product 
moment correlation to examine whether there is correlation between 
students’ socioeconomic background and achievement or not. To analyze 
the correlation between socioeconomic status and learning achievement of 
students in learning English, the researcher used  pearson product moment 
correlation coefficient (r) by SPSS 23.0 program for windows. Correlation 
coefficient usually represented by r indicates indicating both the direction 
of the correlation (either positive or negative) and the strength or the 
degree of the relationship between variables. The method used Pearson 







R : Correlation coefficient of variable X and Y 
ΣXY : The sum of the product of X and Y scores for each 
  students. 
ΣX : The sum of X scores 
ΣY : The sum of Y scores 
ΣX2 : The sum of square of students learning style scores 
ΣY2 : The sum of square of students‟ achievement in 
      Interpretive reading score 
(ΣX2) : The sum of the squared X scores. 
(ΣY2) : The sum of the squared Y scores. 





The product moment correlation coefficient was obtained by 
considering the degree of freedom (df) = N-nr, ( N= number of sample, nr 
= number of variable) Statistically, the hypotheses are:  
Ha: Sig. ˂ α (0.05)  
Ho: Sig ≥ α (0.05) 
 
Ho is accepted if Sig. ˂ α or there is a significant correlation between 
students’ socioeconomic status and their achievement.  
Ho is accepted if sig. ≥ α or there is no significant correlation between 
students’ socioeconomic status and their achievement.  
Then, the strength of correlation is interpreted based on coefficient 
correlation in the table below: 
Table III.10 
The Interpretation of Correlation Coefficient 
Coefficient Interval Interpretation 




0.00-0.199 Very Weak 







CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 
A. Conclusion 
This research was conducted to find out whether there is a 
significant correlation between socio-economic status and English learning 
achievement among the tenth grade of SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru or not. 
Based on what has been discussed, presented and analyzed in the previous 
chapters, the researcher concluded that : 
1. The majority of students’ socioeconomic status at the tenth-grade of 
SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru is categorized into “Middle” level. 
2. The mean score of tenth-grade students’ English learning 
achievement at SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru is 66. It is categorized as 
“Enough” level. 
3. There is a significant correlation between socio-economic status and 
English learning achievement at the tenth-grade of SMK Keuangan 
Pekanbaru. It is categorized into “Average” level (0.485). 23.52% of  
students’ learning achievement at SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru 
influenced by their socio-economic status. Then, the other 76.87% 
was influenced by other factors. 
B. Suggestion 
Regarding the conclusion stated previously, the researcher would 





1. It is suggested for students to always practice their English to 
increase their learning achievement. 
2. It is expected that the next researcher will examine deeper about 
socio-economic status and learning achievement. So the next 
researcher will get clearer ilustration of how the socioeconomic 
status and learning achievement among of the students. It is not only 
in learning English but also in all of the learning and adding more 
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Name :       Gender : M/F 
Class :       Time : 15 minutes 
 
RESEARCH INSTRUMENT (TRY OUT) 




1. This questionnaire is written for collecting data and research purpose only 
(Angket ini hanya bertujuan untuk mengumpulkan data dan penelitian 
ilmiah) 
2. This questionnaire does not influence your score 
(Angket ini tidak mempengaruhi nilai anda) 
3. Put an (X) on one of the answer choices that you think is most appropriate. 
All answers you give are considered correct and confidentiality is 
guaranteed.  
(Beri tanda (X) pada salah satu pilihan jawaban yang menurut Anda 
paling tepat. Semua jawaban yang Anda berikan dianggap benar dan 
dijamin kerahasiaannya) 
4. Thank you for your participation 
(Terimakasih atas patisipasi anda) 
 
1. What was your father's last education? (Apa pendidikan terakhir ayah 
anda?) 
o College (Perguruan tinggi) 
o Senior High school / equivalent (SMA / Sederajat) 
o Junior High School / equivalent (SMP / Sederajat) 
o Elementary school / equivalent (Sekolah Dasar / Sederajat) 
o No school (Tidak sekolah) 
 
2. What was your mother's last education? (Apa pendidikan terakhir ayah 
anda?) 
o College (Perguruan tinggi) 
o Senior High school / equivalent (SMA / Sederajat) 
o Junior High School / equivalent (SMP / Sederajat) 
o Elementary school / equivalent (Sekolah Dasar / Sederajat) 








3. What is your father's non-formal education? (Apa pendidikan non-formal 
ayah anda?) 
o Upgrading (Perbaikan) 
o Training (Pelatihan) 
o Internship (Magang) 
o Skill Course (Kursus Keterampilan) 
o Nothing (Tidak ada) 
 
4. What is your mother's non-formal education? (Apa pendidikan non-formal 
ayah anda?) 
o Upgrading (Perbaikan) 
o Training (Pelatihan) 
o Internship (Magang) 
o Skill Course (Kursus Keterampilan) 
o Nothing (Tidak ada) 
 
5. How many people have graduated from college in your extended family? 
(Berapakah jumlah orang yang lulusan perguruan tinggi dilingkungan 
keluarga besar anda?) 
o 5 to 6 people (Antara 5 samapi 6 orang) 
o 4 to 5 people (Antara 4 sampai 5 orang) 
o 2 to 4 people (Antara 2 sampai 4 orang) 
o 1 to 2 people (Antara 1 sampai 2 orang) 
o No one (Tidak ada) 
 
6. What is your father's occupation? 
o Professional / lecturer / legal expert / etc (Profesional / dosen / ahli 
hukum dan sejenisnya) 
o PNS / Administrative / staff (PNS / Tata Usaha / Staf) 
o Entrepreneur / trade (Pengusaha / perdagangan) 
o Laborers / farmers / fishermen (Buruh / petani / nelayan) 
o Does not work (Tidak bekerja) 
 
7. What is your mother's occupation? (Apa pekerjaan ibumu?) 
o Professional / lecturer / legal expert / etc (Profesional / dosen / ahli 
hukum dan sejenisnya) 
o PNS / Administrative / staff (PNS / Tata Usaha / Staf) 
o Entrepreneur / trade (Pengusaha / perdagangan) 
o Laborers / farmers / tailors (Buruh / petani / penjahit) 





8. Besides your parents, are there any members of your family have 
occupation? (Selain orang tua, apakah ada anggota keluarga anda yang 
bekerja?) 
o More than 4 people (Lebih dari 4 orang) 
o 3 people (3 orang) 
o 2 people (2 orang) 
o 1 person (1 orang) 
o No one (Tidak ada) 
 
9. What is your father's position in the community? (Apa kedudukan ayahmu 
di lingkungan masyarakat?) 
o Pengurus RT/RW/LKMD 
o Perangkat desa/kelurahan 
o Ketua organisasi keagamaan 
o Kepala Dusun 
o Anggota masyarakat biasa 
 
10. What is your mother's position in the community? (Apa kedudukan ibumu 
di lingkungan masyarakat?) 
o Pengurus RT/RW/LKMD 
o Perangkat desa/kelurahan 
o Ketua organisasi keagamaan 
o Kepala Dusun 
o Anggota masyarakat biasa 
 
11. What is your father's basic income? (Berapa penghasilan pokok ayah anda 
?) 
o More than 3 million rupiah (Lebih dari 3 juta rupiah) 
o Rp 2.000.000 sampai Rp 3.000.000 
o Rp 1.000.000 sampai Rp 2.000.000 
o Rp 500.000 hingga Rp 1.000.000 
o 0 - Rp 500.000 
 
12. What is your mother's basic income? (Berapa penghasilan pokok ibu anda 
?) 
o More than 3 million rupiah (Lebih dari 3 juta rupiah) 
o Rp 2.000.000 sampai Rp 3.000.000 
o Rp 1.000.000 sampai Rp 2.000.000 
o Rp 500.000 hingga Rp 1.000.000 





13. Do your parents have side income? (Apakah orang tua anda memiliki 
penghasilan sampingan?) 
o More than 2 million rupiah (Lebih dari 2 juta rupiah) 
o Rp 1.000.000 sampai Rp 2.000.000 
o Rp 500.000 sampai Rp 1.000.000 
o Kurang dari Rp 500.000 
o Nothing (Tidak ada) 
 
14. How much do your parents spend each month? 
o More than 3 million rupiah (Lebih dari 3 juta rupiah) 
o Rp. 2.000.000,- sampai Rp. 3.000.000,- 
o Rp. 1.000.000,- sampai Rp. 1.900.000,- 
o Rp. 500.000,- sampai Rp. 900.000,- 
o Rp. 100.000,- sampai Rp. 400.000,- 
 
15. How many family members other than children are the dependents of the 
family? (Berapakah jumlah anggota keluarga di luar anak yang menjadi 
tanggungan keluarga?) 
o More than 4 people (Lebih dari 4 orang) 
o 3 people (3 orang) 
o 2 people (2 orang) 
o 1 person (1 orang) 































The Recapitulation of quastionnaire Sosioeconomic Status (Try Out) 
 
RESPONDEN item 1 item 2 item 3 item 4 item 5 item 6 item 7 item 8 item 9 item 10 item 11 item 12 item 13 item 14 item 15 Total
student 1 4 5 4 3 3 5 4 3 4 1 5 4 4 4 2 55
student 2 4 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 5 4 3 4 3 52
student 3 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 4 3 3 4 1 49
student 4 4 5 4 3 3 5 4 3 3 3 5 4 4 5 1 56
student 5 4 4 3 2 1 3 3 2 1 1 4 2 1 4 2 37
student 6 4 4 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 4 1 27
student 7 5 5 4 4 3 4 4 3 1 1 5 4 2 5 3 53
student 8 4 4 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 4 3 3 4 1 45
student 9 4 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 5 3 3 5 1 50
student 10 5 5 4 4 3 4 4 3 1 1 5 4 2 5 1 51
student 11 4 4 2 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 4 3 3 4 3 50
student 12 4 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 5 4 3 5 2 52
student 13 4 4 2 2 2 3 3 4 3 1 5 4 3 5 2 47
student 14 5 5 4 3 4 5 5 3 4 4 5 5 5 5 2 64
student 15 4 4 3 3 3 4 1 4 3 1 4 1 1 4 2 42
student 16 5 5 3 3 3 5 4 3 4 1 5 4 5 5 3 58
student 17 4 4 3 2 1 4 4 4 3 1 4 3 2 3 2 44
student 18 4 4 3 2 1 3 3 3 4 1 4 2 3 4 2 43
student 19 5 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 4 3 5 4 3 5 1 53
student 20 4 4 1 2 1 3 2 3 1 1 4 3 4 4 2 39
student 21 4 4 3 2 1 3 3 4 3 3 4 3 2 3 1 43
student 22 4 4 1 2 1 3 3 1 1 1 4 3 2 4 2 36
student 23 4 4 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 4 3 3 3 1 44
student 24 4 4 3 2 1 4 4 4 3 1 4 3 2 4 2 45
student 25 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 4 3 3 4 1 49
student 26 5 5 3 4 4 5 5 3 4 4 5 4 4 5 3 63
student 27 5 5 3 3 3 5 4 3 3 3 5 4 4 5 3 58
student 28 5 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 4 3 5 4 3 5 3 55
student 29 5 4 4 3 2 3 3 3 3 3 5 3 3 5 1 50
student 30 4 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 5 4 3 5 3 53
r item 0,6075 0,6463 0,6762 0,7594 0,7861 0,6758 0,7403 0,4082 0,5967 0,56073 0,83446 0,8287 0,73813 0,61219 0,38033
r table 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361 0,361









Level of Significance for one-tailed test 
0.5 0.025 0.01 0.005 
Level of Significance for two-tailed test 
0.01 0.05 0.02 0.01 
1 0.988 0.997 0.995 0.999 
2 0.900 0.950 0.980 0.959 
3 0.805 0.878 0.934 0.917 
4 0.729 0.811 0.882 0.874 
5 0.669 0.754 0.833 0.834 
6 0.622 0.707 0.789 0.798 
7 0.582 0.666 0.750 0.765 
8 0.549 0.632 0.716 0.735 
9 0.521 0.602 0.685 0.708 
10 0.497 0.576 0.658 0.684 
11 0.476 0.553 0.634 0.661 
12 0.458 0.520 0.612 0.641 
13 0.441 0.514 0.592 0.623 
14 0.426 0.497 0.574 0.606 
15 0.412 0.482 0.558 0.590 
16 0.400 0.468 0.542 0.575 
17 0.389 0.456 0.528 0.561 
18 0.378 0.444 0.516 0.549 
19 0.369 0.433 0.503 0.537 
20 0.306 0.423 0.492 0.526 
21 0.352 0.413 0.482 0.515 
22 0.344 0.404 0.472 0.505 
23 0.337 0.396 0.462 0.496 
24 0.330 0.388 0.456 0.487 
25 0.323 0.381 0.445 0.479 
26 0.317 0.374 0.437 0.471 
27 0.311 0.367 0.430 0.463 
28 0.306 0.361 0.423 0.456 
29 0.301 0.355 0.416 0.449 
30 0.296 0.349 0.409 0.418 
35 0.275 0.325 0.381 0.393 
40 0.257 0.304 0.358 0.372 
45 0.243 0.288 0.338 0.354 
50 0.231 0.273 0.322 0.325 
60 0.211 0.250 0.295 0.303 
70 0.195 0.232 0.274 0.303 
80 0.183 0.217 0.256 0.283 
90 0.173 0.205 0.242 0.267 




























Name :       Gender : M/F 
Class :       Time : 15 minutes 
 
RESEARCH INSTRUMENT (TRY OUT) 




1. This questionnaire is written for collecting data and research purpose only 
(Angket ini hanya bertujuan untuk mengumpulkan data dan penelitian 
ilmiah) 
2. This questionnaire does not influence your score 
(Angket ini tidak mempengaruhi nilai anda) 
3. Put an (X) on one of the answer choices that you think is most appropriate. 
All answers you give are considered correct and confidentiality is 
guaranteed.  
(Beri tanda (X) pada salah satu pilihan jawaban yang menurut Anda 
paling tepat. Semua jawaban yang Anda berikan dianggap benar dan 
dijamin kerahasiaannya) 
4. Thank you for your participation 
(Terimakasih atas patisipasi anda) 
 
1. What was your father's last education? (Apa pendidikan terakhir ayah 
anda?) 
o College (Perguruan tinggi) 
o Senior High school / equivalent (SMA / Sederajat) 
o Junior High School / equivalent (SMP / Sederajat) 
o Elementary school / equivalent (Sekolah Dasar / Sederajat) 
o No school (Tidak sekolah) 
 
2. What was your mother's last education? (Apa pendidikan terakhir ayah 
anda?) 
o College (Perguruan tinggi) 
o Senior High school / equivalent (SMA / Sederajat) 
o Junior High School / equivalent (SMP / Sederajat) 
o Elementary school / equivalent (Sekolah Dasar / Sederajat) 








3. What is your father's non-formal education? (Apa pendidikan non-formal 
ayah anda?) 
o Upgrading (Perbaikan) 
o Training (Pelatihan) 
o Internship (Magang) 
o Skill Course (Kursus Keterampilan) 
o Nothing (Tidak ada) 
 
4. What is your mother's non-formal education? (Apa pendidikan non-formal 
ayah anda?) 
o Upgrading (Perbaikan) 
o Training (Pelatihan) 
o Internship (Magang) 
o Skill Course (Kursus Keterampilan) 
o Nothing (Tidak ada) 
 
5. How many people have graduated from college in your extended family? 
(Berapakah jumlah orang yang lulusan perguruan tinggi dilingkungan 
keluarga besar anda?) 
o 5 to 6 people (Antara 5 samapi 6 orang) 
o 4 to 5 people (Antara 4 sampai 5 orang) 
o 2 to 4 people (Antara 2 sampai 4 orang) 
o 1 to 2 people (Antara 1 sampai 2 orang) 
o No one (Tidak ada) 
 
6. What is your father's occupation? 
o Professional / lecturer / legal expert / etc (Profesional / dosen / ahli 
hukum dan sejenisnya) 
o PNS / Administrative / staff (PNS / Tata Usaha / Staf) 
o Entrepreneur / trade (Pengusaha / perdagangan) 
o Laborers / farmers / fishermen (Buruh / petani / nelayan) 
o Does not work (Tidak bekerja) 
 
7. What is your mother's occupation? (Apa pekerjaan ibumu?) 
o Professional / lecturer / legal expert / etc (Profesional / dosen / ahli 
hukum dan sejenisnya) 
o PNS / Administrative / staff (PNS / Tata Usaha / Staf) 
o Entrepreneur / trade (Pengusaha / perdagangan) 
o Laborers / farmers / tailors (Buruh / petani / penjahit) 





8. Besides your parents, are there any members of your family have 
occupation? (Selain orang tua, apakah ada anggota keluarga anda yang 
bekerja?) 
o More than 4 people (Lebih dari 4 orang) 
o 3 people (3 orang) 
o 2 people (2 orang) 
o 1 person (1 orang) 
o No one (Tidak ada) 
 
9. What is your father's position in the community? (Apa kedudukan ayahmu 
di lingkungan masyarakat?) 
o Pengurus RT/RW/LKMD 
o Perangkat desa/kelurahan 
o Ketua organisasi keagamaan 
o Kepala Dusun 
o Anggota masyarakat biasa 
 
10. What is your mother's position in the community? (Apa kedudukan ibumu 
di lingkungan masyarakat?) 
o Pengurus RT/RW/LKMD 
o Perangkat desa/kelurahan 
o Ketua organisasi keagamaan 
o Kepala Dusun 
o Anggota masyarakat biasa 
 
11. What is your father's basic income? (Berapa penghasilan pokok ayah anda 
?) 
o More than 3 million rupiah (Lebih dari 3 juta rupiah) 
o Rp 2.000.000 sampai Rp 3.000.000 
o Rp 1.000.000 sampai Rp 2.000.000 
o Rp 500.000 hingga Rp 1.000.000 
o 0 - Rp 500.000 
 
12. What is your mother's basic income? (Berapa penghasilan pokok ibu anda 
?) 
o More than 3 million rupiah (Lebih dari 3 juta rupiah) 
o Rp 2.000.000 sampai Rp 3.000.000 
o Rp 1.000.000 sampai Rp 2.000.000 
o Rp 500.000 hingga Rp 1.000.000 





13. Do your parents have side income? (Apakah orang tua anda memiliki 
penghasilan sampingan?) 
o More than 2 million rupiah (Lebih dari 2 juta rupiah) 
o Rp 1.000.000 sampai Rp 2.000.000 
o Rp 500.000 sampai Rp 1.000.000 
o Kurang dari Rp 500.000 
o Nothing (Tidak ada) 
 
14. How much do your parents spend each month? 
o More than 3 million rupiah (Lebih dari 3 juta rupiah) 
o Rp. 2.000.000,- sampai Rp. 3.000.000,- 
o Rp. 1.000.000,- sampai Rp. 1.900.000,- 
o Rp. 500.000,- sampai Rp. 900.000,- 
o Rp. 100.000,- sampai Rp. 400.000,- 
 
15. How many family members other than children are the dependents of the 
family? (Berapakah jumlah anggota keluarga di luar anak yang menjadi 
tanggungan keluarga?) 
o More than 4 people (Lebih dari 4 orang) 
o 3 people (3 orang) 
o 2 people (2 orang) 
o 1 person (1 orang) 





























The Recapitulation of quastionnare Sosioeconomic Status 
RESPONDEN item 1 item 2 item 3 item 4 item 5 item 6 item 7 item 8 item 9 item 10 item 11 item 12 item 13 item 14 item 15 Total 
student 1 5 5 4 3 3 5 4 3 4 1 5 4 5 5 1 57
student 2 4 4 3 2 1 4 4 4 3 1 4 3 2 4 2 45
student 3 4 4 3 2 1 3 3 3 4 1 4 2 3 4 2 43
student 4 5 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 4 3 5 4 3 5 1 53
student 5 4 4 1 2 1 3 2 3 1 1 4 3 4 4 2 39
student 6 4 4 3 2 1 3 3 4 3 3 4 3 2 4 1 44
student 7 4 4 1 2 1 3 3 1 1 1 4 3 2 4 1 35
student 8 4 4 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 4 3 3 4 1 45
student 9 4 4 3 2 1 4 4 4 3 1 4 3 2 4 2 45
student 10 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 4 3 3 4 1 49
student 11 5 5 4 4 4 5 5 3 4 4 5 4 4 5 3 64
student 12 5 5 4 3 3 5 4 3 3 3 5 4 4 5 3 59
student 13 5 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 4 3 5 4 3 5 3 55
student 14 5 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 5 4 3 5 1 52
student 15 4 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 5 4 3 5 1 51
student 16 5 5 4 3 3 5 4 3 4 1 5 4 4 5 1 56
student 17 5 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 5 4 3 5 1 52
student 18 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 4 3 3 4 1 49
student 19 5 5 4 3 3 5 4 3 3 3 5 4 4 5 1 57
student 20 4 4 3 2 1 3 3 2 1 1 4 2 1 4 2 37
student 21 4 4 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 3 1 1 4 1 27
student 22 5 5 4 4 3 4 4 3 1 1 5 4 2 5 1 51
student 23 4 4 3 3 2 3 2 3 3 3 4 3 3 4 1 45
student 24 4 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 5 4 3 5 1 51
student 25 5 5 4 4 3 4 4 3 1 1 5 4 2 5 1 51
student 26 4 4 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 3 4 3 3 4 1 49
student 27 4 4 4 3 2 3 3 4 3 3 5 4 3 5 1 51
student 28 4 4 2 2 2 3 3 4 3 1 5 4 3 5 2 47
student 29 5 5 4 3 5 5 5 3 4 4 5 5 5 5 2 65






The Score Recapitulation of Students’ Socio-economic Status 
X AKT 1 
No Student No Score Category 
1 Student 1 57 High 
2 Student 2 45 Middle 
3 Student 3 43 Middle 
4 Student 4 53 Middle 
5 Student 5 39 Middle 
6 Student 6 44 Middle 
7 Student 7 35 Low 
8 Student 8 45 Middle 
9 Student 9 45 Middle 
10 Student 10 49 Middle 
11 Student 11 64 High 
12 Student 12 59 High 
13 Student 13 55 Middle 
14 Student 14 52 Middle 
15 Student 15 51 Middle 
16 Student 16 56 High 
17 Student 17 52 Middle 
18 Student 18 49 Middle 
19 Student 19 57 High 
20 Student 20 37 Middle 
21 Student 21 27 Low 
22 Student 22 51 Middle 
23 Student 23 45 Middle 
24 Student 24 51 Middle 
25 Student 25 51 Middle 
26 Student 26 49 Middle 
27 Student 27 51 Middle 
28 Student 28 47 Middle 
29 Student 29 65 High 
30 Student 30 41 Middle 
Total 1465 2579 





























YAYASAN PROFESIONAL PEKERTI RIAU 
SMK KEUANGAN PEKANBARU 
Izin Dinas Nomor : 420/SM.2/II/2014/1663 
Jl. Nangka/Tuanku Tambusai, Komp. Sejati Kota Pekanbaru 
 
DAFTAR NILAI BAHASA INGGRIS SEMESTER GANJIL  
KELAS X AKT 1 SMK KEUANGAN PEKANBARU 
NO NAMA NILAI 
1 Apriyanita Delfira .R 68 
2 Arinta Primadini Auza 60 
3 Cahaya Ome Muliani 66 
4 Christidore Nainggolan 67 
5 Dino Pratama 65 
6 Dwi Maharani 56 
7 Elisabet Anna Alfatari k. 55 
8 Emilia Putri 54 
9 Fauzy Manari B.P 64 
10 Hafifah Aulia Islam 65 
11 Intan Nuraini 78 
12 Jessica Putri Br Hutabarat 65 
13 Meliana Saputri Harahap 77 
14 Melisa Sitompul 89 
15 Melly Yetri 62 
16 Meri Anggraini 66 
17 Nisa Purnama Daulay 68 
18 Nurhaliza Rahmi Al-fitri 58 
19 Perwita Sari Saputri 59 
20 Putri 60 
21 Putri Rahayu 54 
22 Raysah Anjeli 53 
23 Retni Juniar 59 
24 Rizky Amanda Depina 68 
25 Rusdi Kurniawan 70 
26 Seprina Mendrofa 78 
27 Sindy Stevi Inola 78 
28 Sissyilia Apriani 69 
29 Yoga Saputra 77 
30 Yolanda 76 
Guru Mata Pelajaran 
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from Mr. Syamsuri and Mrs. Anna Syam, was 
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lived in Pekanbaru. She was graduated from TK 
Al-Fajar. Then, in 2010, she was graduated from 
SDN 026 Pekanbaru and continued her study in 
SMPN 23 Pekanbaru . In 2013, she entered SMK 
Negeri 2 Pekanbaru for continuing her study and she finished it in 2016.  
In 2016, she was accepted as one of students in Department of English 
Education Department, Faculty of Education and Teacher Training of State 
Islamic University of Sultan Syarif Kasim Riau. On July 2019, she was doing 
KKN (Kuliah Kerja Nyata) in Sungai Apit, Siak. She also was doing Pre-Service 
Teacher Practice at SMK Keuangan Pekanbaru.  
Finally, she passed thesis examination entitled “Correlation Between 
Socio-Economic Status And Students’ Achievement in Learning English at SMK 
Keuangan Pekanbaru”. 
 
